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Abstract

AIM: To investigate the role of mosapride in im-
provement of bowel preparation before colonos-
copy in patients with constipation.

METHODS: Ninety patients with chronic con-
stipation who requested colonoscopy were ran-
domly and equally divided into three groups: A,
B and C. Group A was given polyethylene glycol
solution, group B was treated by mosapride plus
polyethylene glycol solution, and group C was
given mosapride alone. The extent of intestinal
cleanliness and the incidence of side effects were
compared between the three groups.

RESULTS: The colon cleaning score was signifi-
cantly higher in groups C and B than in group
A (713 £1.12, 6.65 = 1.18 vs 5.81 + 1.19, both P
< 0.05). The frequency of bowel movement in
group C was significantly higher than that in

K

TR

Baishideng® WCJD | www.wjgnet.com

group A (715 + 1.61 vs 6.54 + 1.52, t = 2.724, P
= 0.023). The intestinal bubble score showed
no statistically significant difference among the
three groups (F = 0.359, P = 0.699). The incidence
of side effects also did not differ significantly
among the three groups (16.67%, 13.33% and
6.67%, % = 1.450, P = 0.484).

CONCLUSION: Mosapride can effectively im-
prove bowel preparation before colonoscopy in
patients with constipation.

© 2013 Baishideng Publishing Group Co., Limited. All
rights reserved.
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